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1 . This international preliminary report on patentability (Chapter I) is issued by the International Bureau on behalf of the 
International Searching Authority under Rule 44 Wj.l(a). 

2. This REPORT consists of a total of 5 sheets, including this cover sheet. 

In the attached sheets, any reference to the written opinion of the International Searching Authority should be read as a reference 
to the international preliminary report on patentability (Chapter I) instead. 



3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 
^ Box No. 1 Basis of the report 

1^ Box No. n Priority 
I I Box No. m 



□ 



Box No. IV 
Box No. V 



□ 



Box 


No. 


VI 


Box 


No. 


VU 


Box 


No. 


vm 



Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 



4. The International Bureau will conmiunicate this report to designated Offices in accordance with Rules AAbis3is) and ^ibisA but 
not, except where the applicant makes an express request under Article 23(2), before the expiration of 30 months from the priority 

dale (Rule 44^7/3- .2). 
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International application No. 
PCT/IB2004/050965 



Date of mailing 

(day/montb^ear) see form PCTflSAfilO (second sheet) 



FOR FURTHER ACTION 

See paragraph 2 betow 



International filing date (dayAnonth/year) 
22.06.2004 



International Paterit Classification (IPC) or both national classification and IPC 
G06K1 9/073, G06K7/D0 



Priority date (dayAnontivyear) 
25.06.2003 



Applicant 

KONINKLIJKE PHILIPS ELECTRONICS N.V. 



This opinion contains indications relating to the following Items: 

IS Box No. I Basis of the opinion 
M Box No. 11 Priority 

Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, Invenfive step and Industrial applicability 

Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statennent under Rule 43b/s.1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or Industrial 



□ 

□ 



Box No. IV 
Box No. V 



applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

□ Box No. VI Certain documents cited 

□ Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 

□ Box No. VIII Certain obseivatlons on the International application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA"). However, this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notifed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1b/s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. ' 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA. the applicant is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of three 
months from the date of mailing of Fomi PCT/ISA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priorltv date 
whichever expires later. ^ ' * 

For further options, see Form PCT/ISA/&20. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCTyiSA220. 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/IB2004yD50965 



Box No. I Basis of the opinion " " 

1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application In 
the language In which It was field, unless othenwise Indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ In written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filingyfurnishing: 

□ contained in the International application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing andybr table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 

1 . S The following document has not been furnished: 

la copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43b/s.1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43^/s.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date Is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43bisA and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filmg date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule A3blsA (a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-11 




No: 


Claims 




Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-11 




No: 


Claims 




Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-11 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, Inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1 Reference is made to the following documents: 



D1 : US-B-6 583 71 71 (AMTMANN FRANZ) 24 June 2003 (2003-06-24) 
D2: EP-A-1 31 0 901 (MATSUSHITA ELECTRIC IND CO LTD) 14 May 2003 
(2003-05-14) 

D3: US-A-5 539 394 (CATO ROBERT T ET AL) 23 July 1 996 (1 996-07-23) 
D4: WO 02/41650 A (CHECKPOINT SYSTEMS INC ; MICROCHIP TECH INC 
(US)) 23 May 2002 (2002-05-23) 

2 The method and the circuit according to the preamble portion of the independent 
claims 1 and 6 are known from the prior art document D1 . 

3 A transponder according to D1 receive a hash number from a communication 
station. The hash number is used as a "pointer" to select a part of the ID stored in 
the transponder's memory for time slot calculation. The transponder circuit of the 
invention differs from D1 in that the hash number is directly generated in the 
circuit. Accordingly, a long total transmission time from the communication station 
to all transponders, e.g. in an inventory-making process, is reduced. 

In general, it is well known in the art to use bits of the tag ID to select a time slot 
for responding to the reader, however, it can not be derived from D1 - D4, to use a 
hash value generated in the IC of the transponder for selecting these bits. 

4 Thus, it appears that the subject-matter of independent claims 1 and 6 is new and 
inventive. Claims 2 - 5 and 7 - 1 1 are dependent on claims 1 and 6 respectively 
and as such meet the requirements of the PCT with respect to novelty and 
inventive step. 
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